CLEMENCEAU

he was, and therefore excluded by his position as well as by
M. Grevy's prejudice against him from coming into immediate
competition with M. Ferry for the Premiership, Gambetta
was actively supporting the scrutin de liste, or political appeal
to the whole country, against scrutin d'arrondissement, or
local elections. This was regarded as a bid on his part for a
clear Parliamentary dictatorship. Already on October 20th,
1880, Clemenceau had denounced the hero of the dictatorship
of despair of 1871, fine as his effort had then been, as aiming
at personal power ten years later. A victory at the polls
gained through scrutin de liste would probably ensure him
success in this venture.

Nevertheless, in spite of open and secret opposition, Gambetta
had sufficient influence to carry the scrutin de liste through the
National Assembly. But with the curious irony of fate he
was defeated by a majority of 32 in the Senate which he himself
had been so largely instrumental in forcing upon the Eepublic !
This was on June 9th, 1881. Three months before, M. Barodet
had brought forward a resolution backed by 64 deputies
which, if carried, would have abolished the equality of rights
between the Senate and the National Assembly, would have
withdrawn the right of the former to dissolve Parliament,
would have made the Chamber permanent like the Senate,
would have modified the system of election of the second House ;
would have prevented the re-enactment of the scrutin de liste
by again making the electoral law for the deputies part of the
Constitution ; and lastly would have summoned a Constituent
Assembly in order to carry out these reforms. This whole
project was discussed in the Assembly on May 31st. There
was no mistake about Clemenceau's attitude. He formulated
a vigorous indictment against the Constitution of 1875 and
attacked the Senate with great violence. The Constitution
of 1875 was, he declared, a powerfifl weapon of war expressly
forged for use against the Eepublic. The.Senate with its
anti-democratic method of election was a permanent danger
to the State. It j^ras not in any sense an element of stability
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